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Remarks by Secretary ΜΟΝΞΞαχο 
“NATO Mristeris? Meeting, 5 May 1962 
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government's views on the directions that FAT) defense policy Sioule take. 

Av that tine, I gave you our estinates of Soviet nuclear Strike caza- 
bilities and conpared then with the current tuclea> strength of the Alliance, 
she results of that comparison were » Cn balance, encouraging, and nothing has 


occurred during the past five months to shake ΟἿΣ confidence in tha desiza 


and acequacy of our progress. In tha aggregate, Alliance nuclear forses ans 
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l. The’need for the exchange of infersation to helr χουν 


8 more adequate basis for closer consultation, sarticipation end consensus 


on important isstes, including in particular nuclear issues. 
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formulation c? guidelines for the use of nuclear wearers. 


The role of extermal nuclear forces in the cefense of the 
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lL. The level of nen-melear force apprerriate for the Alliance. 


I. General Nuclear War and Its Seterrence 

Nuclear technology has revolutionized warfare over the past seventeen 
years. The unprecedented destructiveness of these arns has radically 
Changee ways cf thinking about conflict among cations. Τὸ has proserly 
Sccusecé great attention end efforts by the Alliance cn the sreventicon of 


conflict. Nevertheless, tha U.S. has cone to the corclusion that +o the 
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extent Teasible basic military strategy in general nue 
apprcacned in much the seme way that more corventional military operations 


have been regarded in the past. That is to say, our orineipal military 
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In cur best jjudssent, cestroring enemy forces while preserving our ow 
Societies is - within the linits inherent in the great power of 2 Clear 
weapons - a not wholly wnattainable military obfective. Bren if τ ry 
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suistantial exchanges of nuclear weapons were to occur, the Gamage suffered. 


Ur the bellizerests would vary over wice ranges, depending uson the vargets 
that are hit. If both sides were to confine their attacks to important 
Slitary targets , damage, wiile high, would nevertheless be si 

iowe> that if urSan-ind=strial areas were also attacked. &s en exazple, 
our studies ef a hypothetical general muclear war oceurting in 1956 show 
what, with the conflict starting under one Pparvicular set of circunstances, 


anc with the Soviets confining their attacks to Talitary targets, the United 


States under present σὲ τοὶ ceferse plans might suffer 25 million deaths 
and Suroze might suffer somewhat fewer. On the other mand, were the Soviets 
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that they have inportant implications for the general war posture of the 


Alliance and the role that NATO should assign to cuclear Zorces in its 


TI. The teneral War Posture of thea Alliance 


Ferhars the most important implication of thease observations is that 
muclear Superiority has important meanings. I want to stress that for the 
most relevant clanning period - through the cid 1960's - there can be little 
gu2stion adons the ability of the Alliance to maintain nuclear sureriority 


over the Sino-Seviet Bloc. During the coming fiscal year tre United States 


plans to spend clese to $15 billion on its nuclear weapons to assure such 


superiority. 
Stratesic Fetaliatoery Forces 


we are confident that cur current srcgrams are adequate to ensure con- 


timuing surericrity for as far into the Suture as we cen reasonably fceresee. 


range bombers, about 300 air-launched missiles, and ever 1500 ΟΞ and 


Polatis missiles in addition to nucles> forces stationed in Serepe, the 


[᾿ ᾿ " 
ut ! ! 
ἦν “| χ 
. τι Η ed “te aw? 
. ΗΝ ΠῚ εἰ ιν ὩΣ et 
nn Fi vel : εἰ 1 
“et ι . qQ . ᾿ 
et ‘) oy wl ' ti ΜΗ: εἴ 
δ Yr Wer, > Sep a IN 2 ©) .F3[ {Ὁ wt i vf ἐ c v Σ 
Ν᾿ τὶ CO. OP) ἐπὶ “Κῶ [ὦ Oy με 2 sj a a [} ft. Ἢ a u ἊΝ ᾿ ἢ 
κι ot od ONE CY -1 (1 dfs ᾿ . ἢ " “ ᾿ς ΑΗ 
om oN ς q 4 n. we t 1 1 a [Σ ἐπ 
( “7 ἢ tw] I “sf 4 © ει 
a J ΙΝ τ Ι' ar . 
Ν a “ ay υ nn a) 
ΙΔ] [ 4} μὰ S. wt {π| εὐ 
apo 1 : ἢ ' ι ΠΝ ἵν 
ast GIO OLS ey @efop N.Y cy .«6-- ΕΝ ws ι: “ . 
at NUN & ue [ΤᾺ] bes mt -| oy Cy. 49 af et a 1 wo Lo) 
ON ΜῈ ΟἿΣ σὶ Lay [vay ele sO 1M ἢ) Σ AS bg ay oO 
εἴ αἱ rl ad ὃν t} 4 [. 
fa © td ΠῚ te (a) On “4 
a ὁ} AG wt | ae oO 
2) a a e ͵ n ? 
c be I: ῳ ε 5 “4 : wa 
YO a ‘ : 
Se et haa ON Spies, C2 1a οι et ©) Cut oy Q ω Ἢ τ ( a He 
οἱ Nan ON QIA! ᾿ς oO) -" Cs On wy Ou O 4) Ἂ Oo “ ay 6, 
fs, o CG! Os ΠΝ] Ww UN ri mtrt)uy 3 : fa “! οἱ re) 
ol oe] rt ἃ eo oo ὦν. ἃ 4s n τ 
»- oad γ᾽ ΩΝ ont . [2] “« 
; fr. o vj 49 to “| 
Q « 0) 4) [ν] a ” 
- 1 Se 3 “ sa «Ὁ 
as : ὡ a1A 110 bee o a Ὁ a 4 
“ (»} nin s - ι τ. thy .- A) r te 
c ἮΝ ΑΒ ΤΊΟΣ PU ΧΩ 14] aD thy a) rf p q . a 
εἴ ὮΝ ow ὟΝ - 3 ww ε- ra | mM 4 ιἰ QO 
4 a κι ᾿ r υ (ὃ 
a) at © a) ¢! ‘ 4 
ae " 4 So ὦ ἃ 
* ΑΙ 4 o 
13) Pow a brits » 
vt ant [3] 43 bo A 4), 8 
we ef a) Q Ὁ bisa mm 1 ' Ora “ ‘d ” d Vv 
coh] wo Ww a ed "“ἰ (ν oy μὴ ri nN e« Η ‘ ΗΝ 4) 
Pa On UN N ΩΙ el noma. Γ on te} 4 Σ ws 
a γὶ Or 4 [4 rd 4), ? 4) uo 
fe eto δ) » τὺ ΠῚ 6 $e 
42 ει εἴ a tg Ie a } 4) 
y) Ya a 4! w Η 4) 
WM %s φ" 8' a 5 o 4) 
. ΜΙ wd δὴ q 7) ἢ 1 
uw lun. ἢ % W r. ἢ i 
‘ J a 21 “j : ! Ρ ty μ ΟΣ 
to au 4! ¢ ᾿ Ω) [9] ΕΣ 
| Ὁ «εἰ [58] ῃ Ps] B υ an uy 
ῷ 4) ἢ σὶ two 4? ) q b, Φ 
+ G oh] Me) q ra aa) Q 
ad a el oO G 4) “ o [ 
᾿ “ Wy τι [6] Ph α΄ 4 n Q “> «-} | 
᾿ βι he fie “ἃ is fe 0) t υ o oO 
yf At tS ao Fi 5 κα ὦ 4 
Mat neg 5 QIN ἢ » ἢν. Ἢ τί 
1: mn fi ok 42 mn yo § κε 
ο ut ~ fe [9] Ga Wn ae) ” “1 4) Ὁ" 33 
a5 4 Oo | ι: ῳ ν᾽ Gs ΤῸ 4) 9) cl 4) q 
. ΤΣ ΜΝ ΓῚ aed ἜΝ nm oc 
δ rd tl 4 4 Ud eet Αἱ ‘3 a4 ol Aa) J “ 
ἢ adiwt : 6) Ww () Ὁ) 
"| as fil, lhe a wy ω ; wt ἜΣ "ἢ τὰ 
PUN Oe rey, ἡ; μη eyo 0617 Ὁ tee 4 a“ wy fe} εἰ 
Cole FIN OF "ΟἿΣ gl ef te oOo a fe o> + ny w . 
{ on t 9) [1] A ὧν ( 4) 3 
. Yun oes Sepa fh, τ ἣν Ω) ΗΝ 
Ἢ Ν m™ CG . κ᾿ ' Q. ὦ 
ν wt os: Vase “2 ι᾽ Βα) - i) 


- 


Tarcet Coverage οὐ Threat to Europe 
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The relevance of our nuclear capability to the nuclear threat facirs 
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urope deserves some emphasis. This threat is not isconsiderable. At the 
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present time SACEUR's nost urgent set of targets, the threat list, consis-s 
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of approxizately Margets. (There are in addition othar lover priority 


targets to be dealt with by major subordinate commanders, during and after 
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against one of these targets may consist, for example, of 2 2-52 lamched 


from a base in the United States,f 


By means of this croes-tarzetics we achieve ἃ bszh probability 


ol-destroying~the designated target. 


greapcns are sthedwled agains+ SACSUR's miclear threst 
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orces alone. tpproxizatels AMM targets are scheduled for attack and 
destruction solely with external forces. SACEUR schedules sorties areins: 
anothe: aor Te targets with his own forces, but the assurance thet he 
Will be able to destroy them is not enough to warrant reliance om his attacks 
2lone. Therefore, with respect +o ἘΠ targets » adcitional sorties 

ars 2sSigmec to forces external to his theater. The entire threat ist is 


covered and aprroxizate1y—ameg - it is schedwied fer attack ἘΞ external 
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permit us to fulfill all important general war missions. These vital 
properties Cepenc on the survivability and endurance of the forces and their 
vatal networks of command and control. The Alliance now possesses the ability 


to absors a Soviet attack and go on to cestror a verry hich proportion of 


tne targets of importance in the Sino-Seviet lec. This powerful, secend- 
Strize ferce will maintained together with the ability to control ené 


Cirect the forces as the military situation nar dictate av the time. Fos 
this purpose » Gistance, dispersal, mobility, hardness, and alertness 
represent the most effective measures 2% our c¢isposal. a0 are beings exe 
plotted in current bomber and πὶ 551}6 prograzs. 

is light of these considerations, the bulk of the souclea> resources 


of the Alliance, to the extent oo: the alert x 


esigned to function as αὶ single insteurent to 


incivisible task. Geographic, tectmical ena litary 


located. And with a large cverall eain in effectiveness. Yor eXamtle, the 


te force that is planned will greatly recuse the elevsed tine 


“rom decision to launch to destruction of ener, targets - even with Temtely 


based missiles. 
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I think we are entitled to be confident that the Soviet Union will not 


initzate the use of nuclear weapons in the fece cf cur miclear Snverioritr. 


£ sorprise nuclear attack, coming out of the dine, Simply is not 2 rational 
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couse of action for the Soviet Union. Yoweve- » even it such an attack were 


Such an attack we could desires boxed of +h Sized targets in the Soviet 
‘Union while-wetaining large reserve Sozces with Which to counter surviving 
Bloc forces and to force an end to the contlict. We could elso inSics ciyil 
damage over a wide renge Ga>ending upon our tarzet stra vegyve The Soviets coule 
now win such a war in ary meaningSwl military sense end wer saz 
comtry in the course of the conflict. 

A Soviet initiative in the use of muclea- WeaTers as am ovteroeth ef 


& limited engagement in Scrope er elsewhere éPpears equally wlikely. Is 


tS case also, the Soviets would fine wherselves unable to gain any freicfel 
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cf war, the uSe of such a force against the cities cf a ΣΕ: nuclear 


Dower would be tantamemt to suicide, whereas its exnloyment against 


of the conflict. In short, then, weak nuclear Capacilities, orerati-- -:-- 
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pensentlr, are expensive, prone to obsoless mee, anc lacking in credicii: 


as a deterrent. 
ε 

. Tt is for these reasons that I have laid such stress on unity of 
planning, concentration of executive authority, end central directicn. 
Without then general nuclear wer means certain ruin; with them we have a 
chance of survival as nations. 
iII. The Role cf General wer Streneth in Alance Stratess 

What does the Alliance eccomlieh by creatine this comiex machinerz 

+o maintain muclear superiority over the Sins-Soviet Slec? and what is the 


impact on NaTO's selicies of both the grave darage thet would result “m- 


My Goverment feels that the Strategic capabilities I have deserited 
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regarcs this 35 a desirable prospect o> believes that the Alliance shorie 


cerend sclely on our nuclear power to deter the Seriet 


with the wealth, talent, and experience that we possess can Sind a bettas 
way than this to mes: our common threat. 

We shall contiave to mintain powericl ruclear forces for the Allgance 
85 awhole. They will continue to orevide the Alliance a Strong sanction 
against Soviet first use of χω θοῦ Weapcns.. Under some circumstances 867 
may be the only instrument with which we can counter Soviet non-nuclear azeres- 
sion, in which CaSe we shall use them. Fut, in our view » the threat οἷ 
general war should coastitute only one of several weapons in our arsenal 
and one to be used wits prudence. ΟΞ tnis question I can see no vali¢ 
reazon fer 2 funcamental cifference of view on the to sides of the Ltlantic. 


τὴς Teetical Usa of Nuclear Waavons 
_— -«-.:τὐὔὐππ----- -«ὕὕπἀἶντπππππαπιπππαστταν τ παππαιδι, μιν ἀαιαβιααιεραινταναημν. 


᾿ Cur great caclea> suseriority for general war cses not solve all occ 
croslens of Geterring an¢ cealing with less than eli-out direct assault, 

what, snen, is the crospect that NATC can f2i1 back en the local or tacti- 
cai use cf muclear weapons? Battlefield nuctesr weancns were introduced is 
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naly εὐ & Uime shen our Shield forces were weak 525 the Soviet atomic 


Stockrile was small. In these circumstances Σὲ was reasenabie to hore that 
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ato might very quickly balt a Soviet ecvrence into Hester Zarope oy uni- 


lateral application of nuclear weapons on or near the sattletteils. Using 
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But how muck dependence should NATO place ‘on these capebili 


uo 


shold succeed in deterring the Soviets from initiating the use of nucleex 


use locally. Sut NATO can no longer expect to avcid nuclear retaliation 
in the event that it initiates their use. Even a locad nuclear exchange 
could have consequences for Europe that are most vcainful to contesplate, 
Furiner such an exchange would be unlikely to give us anp marked -ilitery 
advantage. It could rapidiy lead to general nuclear war. 

To be sure, a very limited use of muclear weascons, primarily fcr pur 
poses of demonstrating our will and intent to emloy such weapons, might 


gression to a halt witheut substa. tial retaliation, and with- 


J 
eh 
3 
04 
A 
§ 
' 
a 
er 
p 
0η 


cut escalation. This is 3 next-to-last optien we camot dismiss. Ext 


prospects fer success ate ποῦ high, anc I hestiste to predict what the 


vical consequences would be of takine such action. It is also cmceiz- 


ant. ehee 41 toca ae ὡς = —_ 7 eae 
elie that the Jimitec tactical use of =eclear weasons on the bat*lafielé 


would not broacen a conventicnal engagesent or radically transfsrn it. But ve 


do ποῦ rate these prospects verr highly. 


Highly ciscersed macleat weapons in the hands cf treens would be ἀξ εὶς 


to control centrally. Accidents and unsuthoriced acts οος well ocmm cn beth 


Sices. Furthermore, the pressures en the Soviets τὸ reszend in kine » the greet 


flexibility of nuclear systems, the encrmous Sirepewer contained ia e sinzle 


_ weapon, the easa anc accuracy with which that Sirenower cen be callet is freer 


unavvacked and hence undampged cistent bases, the cruciel immortence ef ete 


+ realize there is a school of thought which believes that the Trited 


Steve2 and the Soviet Unicn sizht seek τὸ use Tur 
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ace ibus avoid attatks on one another's hozelancs. 
ment exthatically reject such a view; we aiso regarc it eas unrealistic, 


iorsres the basic facets of nuclear warfare I have cescribte: 


eorrarhical limits unrelated to the actralities cf target lccations, and of 


. . 


tre ‘varied sources from wnich attacks would com. Any susstential nuclear 
overation in Surepe inevitably sould involve botk forces end targets in the 7.5, 
ané TSSz. τὸ is possidle, as IT have mentioned, that a smll, dencnstrative τὸ 
of nuclear weapons could be centained locally, and possidly, distant nuclear 
cperations in less vital iocations outside the NATO area, or at sea, may be 
Limitasle. Out there is likely to be no effective cperational boundary, or 

set of mutual restraints, which could restrict large-scale miclsar war to NATO 
Europe and the satellites. as we understand the crmanics of nuclear warfare, 
we celieve that a local nuciea> engagement would do grave Gamage to Eirene, 32 
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arily inellective, and would probably expend very residliy into general: 


wiv tne Alliance pessessing the strength and the strategy 
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τὰ σὴν Tne 41 * fan s 3 - in ‘= τ 3 
on NATO. Sut there are other forms of aggression, ard is mier = mentioned 


ἌΘΕΟΣ Soviet acticns, political as well as militasy. Scere such hostile ac- 
dll ote 7 es mere -- % 2 ὦ rr ἀπ ἀπὰς oo “nase 
TACnS We could thwart now; others we might not. To deal with these cthers, now 
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prevent, the only nilitary options open to Alliance forces are immediate 


muclea> response o> defeat. This might ba true even for 2 minor Soviet 


challenge. 

In the seconde, we assume the NATO front firmly held uncer 2 concent of 
forwaré strategy. Heady end able to deal with any Soviet non-mclear attach 
less that all-out, haTO forces guard positively frem the frontier against any 
quick strike or arbiguous aggression. The NATO front can be broken only br 
massive applicaticn of Soviet power. In such a xafor fight, if Western forces 
were thrown back, Alliance nucleer action would follow. 

Tf yow were on the other side, which Situaticn would you consider sore 
jacen with a teal risk of nuclear war with all its esnsequences? Which would 
race you more inclined to refrain from a series of actions cesimed, step t7 
Stes, to erode NATO's interests? To us the answer is clear. 

In the first situaticx, it sinply is not credible that NATO, cr anyone 
elise, would respond to a given small step - the first slice of 
immedi ate use of nuclear weapons. Nor is it credible that a chein of small 
actions, no one of which is catastrophic, woulc evexe a restonse of general 
nuclear war. We regere it as mmch more evident that NATO would find it oclst- 
icaliy possible to act in effective defense of its interests fron the second 
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pesvure then fren the first. 
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nes non-nuclear strength has reinforced our overall deterrent, and 


the acgressicn has not occurred. It was not simply the sunstantiel in. 


crease in NATO manpower and the addition of the equivalent of four es-:-- 


reacy Civisions, 88 more ships and 19 more air squadrons, Dut the meanings 
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ion converse of our cetersination that ney neve given the 


Soviets second theughts. 


.Fer the kinds of conflicts we think most likely *o arise in the Nz2T79 


area, nomennclear carabilities appear to be clearly the sort the ALiance 
would wish to use at the outset. The purpose of our common effort is 


the cefense of the popula tions and territories of hATO. To achieve this, 


at least initially, with non-nuclear nsans requires that our non-nuclear 
Cefensa begin where the poprlations and territories begin. ἃ truly for- 


ward deployment, along the lines General Norstad hes a¢vocated, we consi¢er 


Let ἘΞ make clear however that we do not believe that a Sérward defer 


must Dé able to dafeat in non-ruclear actica every conceivable elerent of 


<n ovr view, an urgent xilitary task facing NATC is to crovide in 


‘ne Central Regicn non-nuclear forces of ths azproxtmate size called for 
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eceqguaveiy Subpervec. ‘revision of the crganizec units is cts ster, anc, 


Divisions 

in Being 

1 Avr 61 
Eelgiun 2 
Canada V3 


France 
Germany 
Netherlands 
U.K. 


U.S. 


21/3 


Divisions 
in Being 
1 Avr 62 


MO 2578 Bad 
65 Requirements 


Combat divisicn 
equivalent 16 26 29 2/3 

(a) Strenzths include Zrigades as 1/3 Divisien 

we are about two-thirds of the war toware cur 30-civisicz-ecutvalent 

force; derine the last year we have seen a 25% increase im fulir combat 

ready Givision equivalents. In air forces om present strength or 2682 

airera?t is quite meer the goals, end the musbers have been augmented oy 1° 

over this year. Our afr and ground force goals are not distant, and diring 
a 

the past year we hava made re2l rregress toward then. ‘he quality c2 oar 
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deficiencies. As long as ther continue 0 a:cist, they will serve to 


undermine our over-all efforts. 
. May I emphasize the earnestness with which τὸ government regards 
up by recalling some of our relevent programs. 
Eaving put in hand a series of measures, including the addition of $k olliion 
to the 1952 and 1963 budgets, to assure adecuate protected 
strength, last Sumer we undertook to strengthen cur non-nuclear power ὉΖ 
adding $10 billion for this purpose te the creviously planned level ὁ 


wranas = $ — < 3 53 ἐπ Ἶ tena sian - 
expendivures for fiscal years 1952 and 1955. Te cave the immediate stars 


Was being crested, we. called us 158,300 rese-vists. we 
- Decause in the meantime 
encusing basis mere added strength than the call-up temporarilr gave us. 

Tae mamber of (.5. combat-ready civisisns hes been increased from 13 to 1S. 
Stecksileda here in Europe row are full sets of equizrent for wo addicionsl 
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logistics support difficulties and equipment shortezes or oreovidine credit 
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current U.S. production to allied forces. 
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and staying cover of these forces may not enadle us to CeTeat an all-out 
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Ceterrent strensth. With improvements in ground force st-ren 


or gap in our 


power, improved nen-nuclear air capabilities, and better equisped and 


trained reserve forces, the Soviet Union can be assnred that no car 


exists 


“--- 


in the NATO defense of this vitsl regicn, and that no aggression small or 


large cen succeed. 
UT, Current 7.5. Views on Allience Decision 
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we mst do so in the very near future. Consequentir 


our current views on these issues as they have develiozed out of cur 
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I shall sunrarize 


heve about miclea>r ccsture and strategy. ΟἿΣ own view is 


infermation σπου be creater then it has been in the 


new orocecures for handling sensitive intoerraticn a 
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ect in providing information that bears on the crucial issues 
facing ws. Last week, Ceneral Power presented tc the NAT = staterent 
ca cervaia aspects of U.S. strategic retaliatory pcver. In the coming 


2 
monuts, U.S. rilitary perscasel vill ‘be prepared to discuss other esneccs 
ΟΞ cur com Ὁ problems. 

Guidelines and Consvlte2tion. 

The formiletion and edonption of guidelines for the use cf mucleer 
weapons has also occupied the ettention of the Allisnce. I believe tse 
discussion has been 4 useful ons. It 885 cest light on the complexity 


ΟΞ tae problers of cetersence and wer comfuct. We feel thet the gutde- 
dizes thes neve been asreed to by &@ large majority c? the Alliance are 
aprropriate ané helir?ul. | 

Coverzce of Soviet 
I Save described the strengih of the stratestc Teveiiztory Lorces 
cevotec to Alliance tasks. This force works in conienction with NATO} 
comtted forces end is devoted to a very considerenie degree to countering 
Soviet forces thet ere eble to attack Western Rurope. ‘This sissich is 
essieneé xo only in ewleslicent oF ovr treaty commitments but also tecause 
wae imfivisitle cherecter cf nuclear wer cecpelis i+. More syecizicalliy, 
whe U.S. targets kay elerents cf Soviet muclear strikics power, inelusizs: 


MGM's, with as higs prierity to thet porticn thet can reach Western Durcze 


A major and growing component c2 these exterzsel 2orces is the 
fr, 
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PCLASIS Ζλοος. The Prasigert stated 2+ Cotewe thet the U.S. SOULR commit 


woule commit certsin cl these submarines to WIG. Eirective toler, ve. 
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ere committing the five fully operations. shins, eormerzec 


to SACLANT. By the en? οὐ 1062, two more will be comitied Por & τοτὲ: 


cf seven. By tae exc of 1953, we expect tO have ccmmitted 12, 222 -πτοῦξρ:": 


withdrawn two for overhaul, leaving a net of 10. Thus cur entire POLAETS 
force reesy at that time will be committed to NATO. 

_As the progrex develops tnereafter, it is our presext intention to 
ccumit to NATO those POLARIS submarines which ere fully operetionsl - shat 
is, those which have deen worked up to readiness, less those withdrawn “or 
major shipyard cverheul - which operate noraally in NATO waters. Usder 


present plans, this will be the buls of the POLARTS Pleet, since some will 
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This protectec, Lomg endurance, comtrollable force is 2 vital ené 
unigue element of NATO's retaliatory capacity. It xust be used so 2s te 


meke @ peximr contribution to the over-él1 NATO miclear resfomse which τὸ 


regerad as incivisible. Specifically, operéticrs, targeting, and firing 


tining cP the POLARIS sub=merines mist be resccnusive to the cver-all recut 


menvs ΟΞ the AlUliemce &@s @ whole. Their use therefore, will not te τ τὸ 


το tae suppor. cf any single thester or major ccmacier. 


we ἘΞ preparec to enter into a detaiied ciscussicn ΟΣ the need 
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Tor am M23M Pores in the Faermenent Council 2s soem ὃς neossible efter thi 
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meseing. we will then be reacy τὸ Ciscuss the Tull rence cP technics2, 
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very exc political srcnlexrs that wouls be 2ssocistes «with such 2 Perce. 


We expect our allies will wish to consider very carefully che felt teplice 
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to te dealt with. In the meantine the U.S. elthcusge iv is no = ccmmitted 


to the procurexent or deployzen’ of an MSBM weapcrm syster, is 22 
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weapon τὰ have under development are listec in tre avvachec Appendix. 

Non-Nuclesr forces and the Forward Surewesy. 

We believe that NATO end its cilitary commenters shoulc utterteke es a 
high priority metter the implementation of the Pervarc surecegy in the Central 
Region. Specifically, that the ground forces aeedec to defent av the 2rontier, 
on the ordsr οὐ 30 Givisioas, be provided; thet grounc and eiz forces be 
ecorenrictely deployed end supplied with required combat and service support 
elesents; that edequate equinmens and stocks to sake these Sorces eltective oe 


made availeble, end thet the air forees, im pexticular, be Protected so es 


to te ebdle to 2unction effectively in non-nucles> combat. 


The United States recoamizes the di?2iculties to be overccze in 


ae ~— . 


accomplishins this σός. But it is ε modess cone in relevicn DotTR TO tas 
crises thet πρὸ arise and to the resources we commerc. The question is mov 
of the ebilicy cf the Alisence but of its will. The obstacles ere real. 
We all have our special problems cP conscription, or budget level, or was 
balance of payments. However, the trute facts cP tveckaclogy anf wae realities 


ΟΞ rilite-7 power camnos be demied. Thay call for us to tare commen ecticn. 


Ranges 2000 ἃ. mi. 


CED @bout 1000 feet (land bese) εἰ 
Ἷ n wet 


about 1700 Zeet (sea based) at 


Warneed yield 
Missile gross weighs 12,060 los 


Method cf operaticn: surface ship mobile or ro2é mobile 
to be determined in the Light c? avterous “éectors 


Cost for 250 missiles about $2 billion 


FY 1963 exount crogramed by the U.S. 


Zor research and cevelorcent $60 rillion 
(Awailebility: Assuming 2 rroéuction éacision by 1 July 1963 
operational ceployrent would begin in 1966. 
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